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Time for some new year’s resolutions... 
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In their round up of 2005 all the news 
channels summed it up as a year of dis- 
aster. The aftermath of the 2004 Boxing 
day Tsunami was felt by hundreds of 
thousands of people whose homes, 
towns and agriculture were ruined. 
Famines starved Africa as the G8 dis- 
cussed how they could privatise poor 
countries. Hurricane Katrina put New 
(@)al= r-less olele) mmm o)t=\e1 qm elo)elulr-lilolamialomavlia 
and exposed the racism still rampant in 
the United States. And the Kashmir earth- 
quake left thousands without any means 
of existence whilst a few hundred miles 
away billions of dollars were being spent 
in attempts to crush the Iraqi resistance 
and secure Iraq's oil reserves and compli- 
relalexo MW item Orem | elem Ol @llanlel=lar-liicieap 


Each of these disasters exposed capi- 
talism's hypocrisy and inability to meet 
the needs of humanity - even in situations 
where people were starving, poor and 
desperate. When millionaires Bono and 
Xoo @{-)(e(0) im (a(=10 Mm (oeveyre)0) mial-Mr-laliime|(e)ey= libs 
sation movement into snivelling at the 
world leaders' feet at the G8 the idea of a 
ofo)an) ey=tstsle) are lismer=] S)itcliianmomelleniua 
apart with nothing but smiles and plati- 
tudes offered to the world's poor. 


On top of this, in Britain the July bomb- 
ings ushered in a wave of ‘anti-terror’ 


Being YOUNG iS HOt a Crime 


Fe\Wsur- late ale] aimanviiaremnsy-le1tolamine)samiats) 

(ofeN {= ualant=\aiar-laremeal=male|al em G\yimlieyolairors 
were trampled on and shops burnt as the 
stupidity of trying to beat British foreign 
feXe)| (onan o)Yane)(e\ Vi [ale M6] Omi csmes|iP4-aloer-lale mal 
J al=t=)mme)e) ole) ate) alisiaa mem lator (eilsiecmlalcy(el>) 
and outside of parliament were both 
exposed. 


2005 wasn't just a year of despair 
though. It was also a year of hope. Anti 
racist campaigns embarrassed the fascist 
BNP when they tried to build a base by 
posing as victims of ‘political correctness 
(ofe)at=m pars (omm=|are mie) e) ele) ce)msal-mer-lanley-lie]abs 
of asylum seekers showed that people 
were not going to take racism lying down. 


Ai at=m anle)e)|ifsx-1t(e)am (ometere)it-lalomce)mral- mero) 
showed that despite the best efforts of 
the press, the state and liberal dema- 
gogues there is still a movement commit- 
ted to fighting the destructive nature of 
globalisation. Whether it be in Africa's 
poverty, Europe's attacks on workers or 
the attempts to oppress a whole country 
in Iraq. 


Abroad too there are also signs of 
struggle that has the potential to break 
the backbone of imperialism. Latin 
America has seen continued support from 
workers and poor peasants of the Chavez 
in Venezuela and Morales in Bolivia who 
are passing anti imperialist reforms and 
redistributing wealth. Their ‘Bolivarian 
Revolution’ is little more than reforms but 
the defence of it has led many workers 


and poor peasants to seek to organise to 
smash the capitalist system all together. 


In Iraq too, not only has the Iraqi resist- 
ance been a huge hindrance to the US- 
[exo Melero 0} ey-)t(o) am (ar-\vale mm .@li(=veme)-1m-401016) 
US troops and nearly 100 British) but it 
has also drawn in big sections of the pop- 
ulation. There is the potential not just to 
make life difficult for the imperialists but 
to deal them a blow similar to their defeat 
in Vietnam. 


PAO OL eM es\=1> 0 anle)comalelearclamcleliicvalale p 
eYahvdicelalaats/alr=limer=lant=(e(>mr-lalem palisi(sr-le(>)e-yal 6) 
of progressive struggles. But through the 
(oxo) sx =Yo1me) ge f-lalicr-lt(e)amr>larem ee) iit(ersar- lime) 
these can be overcome. History will look 
back on this period as one where there 
are massive attacks being made against 
the working class and oppressed groups 
but also of one where the organisations 
of struggle (unions, anti war groups and 
the European Social Forum) are going 
through a time of revival, revival which 
(or=T ame) al ham ex>mr- (eval(=\4=10 al nelele|amcinaule lel (os) 
late Walale r= We] acy-1\>) mm e-lal ler] ey=1i(e)am-valemar-\alare 
their misleading elements exposed and 
replaced. 


Fwexe)alijale(=rem-jigule(el(-miamye.0lome)m tars) 
movements against the attacks of neo-lib- 
eralism and within them can put us on 
track to having movements capable of 
a=] dare pr=laleme(=iante)itcialiare mm tals mele larer=iecelars 
of the exploitative world system we all 
live under. 


By JOSH FROM MANCHESTER 








For aS many years as I've been 
around Leeds, the area in front of 
the corn exchange shopping 
precinct has been used young 
people on the weekends and 
weekday evenings. People con- 
gregate to meet friends and hang 
around together in the area. In the 
last few years, the shopping 
precinct has become very upmar- 
ket (certainly for the most-part, 
well out of the spending power of 
most of the people who use the 
space in front of the building) With 
the upmarket shops has come a 
block of expensive flats, with bars 
and restaurants. 


Consequently, in the last six 
months, the council and police 
have placed a ‘dispersal order' on 
the area in front of the corn 
exchange, allowing the police and 
street wardens to move people on, 
and to arrest them if they refuse. 
Last month, this dispersal order 
came up for renewal, and in the 
mean time the council and police 
have really cracked down, using 
undercover officers, video vans 
and street wardens to harass and 
provoke the youth who hang 
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around there. 


So, at the beginning of 
December, we produced a leaflet 
opposing the criminalisation of 
young people through ASBOs, cur- 
fews and dispersal orders, and 
putting forward our political 
demands as for removing ASBOs 
and dealing with anti-social behav- 
iour etc. It com- 
prised of using 
police tape 
which had fallen 
into our hands 
to cordon off an 
area in front of 
the corn 
exchange, and 
then having 
Revo members 
dressed in 
mock police uniform hand out 
spoof ASBOs to the young peo- 
ple... and ask that anybody wear- 
ing a hooded top stand inside the 
cordon. 


The stunt got a good response, 
and despite confusion over the 
venue of the follow up meeting, we 
got ten or fifteen people coming 
along. As well as the people who 





hang round the Corn Exchange, 
two connexions workers also 
turned up. As it turned out, they 
had been sent by the council to 
work on making a documentary 
with the youth about the milleu at 
the corn ex, which would then be 
used as a bargaining plea with the 
police to lift the dispersal order. 
Whilst friendly, the 
connexions work- 
ers were there for a 
different reason to 
Revo. We were 
interested in build- 
ing a youth led 
Campaign against 
the criminalisation 
of young people, 
whereas they sim- 
ply wanted to docu- 
ment ‘life at the corn exchange’ as 
such. 


Following a stall on New Years 
Eve, we had a small meeting with 
our contacts, and decided that the 
following weekend they would try 
and bring along friends to an 
organising meeting for a large 
action around the criminalisation of 
youth, with the provisional date of 


Jan 21st. 


The following weekend we 
attended a meeting at The 
Common Place, the local social 
centre, with the aim of organising 
an action against the dispersal 
order. Realising we had a common 
goal, the meeting took shape, and 
we had a couple of hours of politi- 
cal discussion about why the dis- 
persal order was in place, and how 
we would organise action against 
it 

By the end of the meeting, we 
had organised a practical banner 
making session/organising meet- 
ing for the action on the 21st. We 
also organised contact with a 
group of youth in a similar situation 
in Wakefield, via our network of 
established contacts, and have 
started to go about inviting them 
on the 21st demonstration, aswell 
as other groups of youth from 
around Leeds City Centre. 


For more info on how to fight 
ASBOs and dispersal orders visit 
our website: www.worldrevolu- 
tion.org.uk 


BY JAMES FROM LEEDS 


You thought the way he sucked up to Blair 
was bad... now Bob’s working for the Tories 


In late December of last year Bob Geldof, 
organiser of the "Live 8" concerts announced 
he was to become an adviser on poverty for 
the Conservative Party. This comes after the 
election of David Cameron as party leader 
who has demanded that healthcare be kept 
free and has also made a call for more 
redistribution of wealth from Britain's rich to 
the poor. All this seems strange when we 
consider that the Tories have historically 
been the party to represent the rich and their 





GELDOF: champion of Africa or hope- 
lessly niave pawn of imperialism? 


interests with low tax on high earners and by 
pushing privatisation but then again we are 
living in times when celebrities like Geldof 
are praising President Bush for his action 
against poverty in Africa and Bono from U2 


is using the US Republican party to highlight 
the plight of Africa's poor. 


Actually, maybe it's not as strange as all 
that. After all, Bob Geldof and Bono are both 
millionaires several times over. They haven't 
done so badly out of a system that gives two 
rock star celebrities hours of air time and 
lunch with the President whilst a whole conti- 
nent remains silent, portrayed as starving 
sub-humans forced to subside on a diet of 
white armbands and pop concerts. 


The truth is that whilst Geldof loves being 
the face of the millions strong anti-poverty 
movement, he is invaluable to right-wing 
opportunists like David Cameron who with 
backing from people like Geldof can pose as 
‘compassionate conservatives’ dedicated to 
alleviating world poverty when the reality is 
that nothing could be further from the truth. 


Those who really care about debt and the 
corrupt policies of institutions like the IMF 
and World Bank that put multi-national com- 
panies first before the poor should distance 
themselves from celebrities like Geldof, who 
through their consistent support for meetings 
such as the G8, sew illusions in our politi- 
cians and right-wing organisations like the 
Conservative Party which exist to benefit the 
rich and not the poor. They railroad anti- 
poverty campaigners into the hopeless lob- 
bying of the beneficiaries of world poverty 


By John from Leeds 


rather than fighting them here, in Africa and 
across the world. 





Cameron: left liberal or Tory faker? 


Cameron just wants the anti-poverty label 
and Geldof, well, is just hopelessly niave. 
The solution is an anti-capitalist movement 
led not by millionaires and Eton educated 
Tory scum, but by those who suffer the con- 
sequences of right-wing politics, the resi- 
dents of developing countries suffering the 
effects of ‘free-trade’ and the international 
working class who through uniting in Trade 
Unions have set themselves firmly against 
the free market agenda. 


Getting a raw deal: Youth in the Workplace ®y Richard trom 


Under Capitalism workers suffer 
exploitation. Low wages, long hours 
and poor conditions are the norm not 
the exception in the global economy. 
Inequality is rife: 1 billion people 
globally live on less than a dollar a 
day while three families the Gates’ 
(Microsoft), the Waltons (WalMart) 
and the Brunei Royal Family have a 
combined wealth of $135 billion 
equivalent to the incomes of 600 mil- 
lion people in the world's poorest 
countries. Young people are espe- 
Cially exploited at work purely 
because of their age. 


They suffer even lower wages - for 
example, in Britain the minimum 
wage for an 18 year old is £4.85 an 
hour whereas a 16 or 17 year old 
doing the same work could receive 
only £3.00 an hour. Because of their 
age, young people are bullied or vic- 
timised by their older employers, or 
even other older workers. They are 
chosen to do the worst jobs and 
treated with the least respect. Many 
feel afraid to fight back or stand up 
to this oppression due to the instabil- 
ity of the employment they can find 


and because of intimidation by those 
older people who they work with. 
Training schemes for young workers 
pay poverty wages, ignore basic 
safety standards and have no guar- 
antee of a job at the end of them. 


SHIT JOBS FOR SHIT PAY 


In Latin-America, Africa and the Asia- 
Pacific region, western corporations 
employ children in sweatshops, with- 
out protection or decent conditions of 
work. Many youth are forced into work 
through economic necessity. Higher 
Education and the price of living can 
be very expensive and with no way to 
afford it, many are forced to leave 
school at the age of 16 or 18. 


We must fight to end this inequality 
and oppression. 


We must demand free education for 
all from infancy to the age of 16 and 
higher education and training for 
those who want it - with a guaran- 
teed living grant. We must demand 
jobs for all young people, with wages 
and conditions equal to those of older 
workers. 


We must fight to scrap cheap labour 
training schemes and replace them 

with apprenticeships on full pay with 
guaranteed employment afterwards. 


As for all workers, Trade Unions are a 
useful tool to fight for better condi- 
tions and pay. However, young people 
are often not informed well enough 
about trade unions, and those that 
join are often oppressed or ignored 
by the older officials in them. Youth 
should fight to be heard within trade 
unions - to make them properly dem- 
ocratic and allow their voices and 
ideas to be taken seriously. 


We must fight to end child labour. 
Employers must be forced to employ 
workers of 16 or above, and on equal 





Leicester 
wages to older workers. 


Ultimately, however, these are only 
concessions which we can force 
from the bosses. For the youth at 
work to be really free, they must 
struggle against the system that cre- 
ates such inequality and oppression. 
All over the world the youth have 
been movements from railing against 
the G8, IMF and WTO to going on 
school strikes and anti-war demon- 
strations. 


Only once this corrupt system of 
profit is brought down can the youth 
at work truly be free from exploita- 
tion - when we are able work togeth- 
er, for ourselves and our needs, 
instead of the greed of the bosses. 


‘ 
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In December Revolution members 
from the UK and Indonesia joined thou- 
sands of farmers, migrant workers and 
peasants from across Asia in Hong 


imperialist capitalist agenda. A week of 
protest brought together thousands of 
workers, farmers and activists from 
across the world. Farmers who had had 
their livelihood destroyed by the WTO's 
agricultural free market policies 
marched along with migrant workers 
who were having their right to migrate 
to find jobs removed by the WTO, and 
public sector workers protesting at the 
forced privatisation of state services, 
healthcare and education outlined in 
the WTO's treaties. 


NGOs and charities, workers rights 
groups and activists joined the protest, 
organising meetings to highlight the 
massive damage done to farmers and 
peasants in Asia by the free market 
policies enforced by the WTO. They also 
discussed ways that the attacks on 
workers rights and the liberalisation of 
services enforced globally by agree- 
ments such as GATTS could be resisted. 
A network of international peasant and 
farmer organisations came together at 
the protest to hold the 1st International 
Rural Peoples Tribunal against the WTO. 
Farmers and activists listed the horrific 
affects the WTO's policies have had 


livelihoods and forcing hundreds of 
thousands into poverty. Peasants from 
Indian talked about the 20,000 Indian 
farmers who had died from poverty or 
committed suicide since the implemen- 
- tation of WTO agricultural policy in 
India. 


Philippine peasants recounted how 
; the peasant movements which organise 
; resistance against the WTO policies are 


Kong protesting against the WTO and its 


upon rural communities, ruining farmers 


ww. DOWN!” 


Mark reports from hong kong... 


army, having their marches attacked or 
their villages bombed, sometimes under 
the guise that they are ‘terrorists’ and 
the actions are part of the War On 
Terror. Hungarian farmers gave evidence 
that the big European agricultural corpo- 
rations abuse the WTO policies to dump 
cheap subsidised food on developing 
countries, destroying their own agricul- 
tural sectors while protecting their own 
markets by adopting the slogans of the 
protestors, that of food sovereignty, that 
every country should have the right to 
be self-sufficient in their production of 





food and shouldn't be forced by market 
policy to buy cheap grain from the west- 
ern nations which massively subsidise 
their agricultural sectors. 


The protests ranged from peaceful 
marches to militant direct action. 
Revolution joined both. We marched 
with migrant workers from Indonesia, 
local sex workers, peasants and farmers 
from the Philippines and many other 
groups. We joined the militant protes- 
tors, lead by farmers and trade union- 
ists from South Korea, attempted to dis- 
rupt the WTO several times during the 
week. We attempted to break through 
the police barriers around the protest 
zone to get to the WTO conference and 
shut it down. 


On the evening of Friday these 
protests were successful. The experi- 








enced militants, used to the brutal 
repression of police forces throughout 
the developing world, broke through the 
lines of the inexperienced Hong Kong 
police and made it to within 50 metres 
of where the conference centre and del- 
egates hotel was. A big confrontation 
took place for several hours, with over a 
thousands peasants, farmers and work- 
ers facing a similar number of police. 
Revolution comrades were in the fore- 
front of this protest, showing solidarity 
with the peasants and farmers and aid- 
ing them in their attempt to shut down 
the WTO. Eventually the police began to 
lose control of the situation under the 
concerted attacks of the protestors and 
used tear gas to disperse them, giving 
no warning before it was used. The 
protests had managed to shut down a 
whole section of the city and 3,000 riot 
police had been deployed to tackle half 
that number of protestors. 900, mostly 
South Korean protestors were arrested 
that night, although only 13 were 
charged and have since been released. 


While the protests did not successfully 
shut down the WTO, they disrupted it 
and attracted international attention to 
the plight of the farmers and workers in 
Asia and the massive damage the WTO 
policies are inflicting upon them. They 
also provided a venue for hundreds of 
different groups to come together and 
create links to better co-ordinate these 
struggles in the future. 


Revolution Indonesia looks set to con- 
tinue growing and has formed valuable 
links with other Indonesian organisa- 
tions and protest movements out of this 
struggle, while Revolution attracted the 
attention of several peasant and worker 
organisations from other Asian coun- 
tries, with the possibility of other 
Revolution groups being set up around 
Asia in the future. 
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“DeIng alive put watts 
Ing tO De Dorn” 


EYEWITNESS REPORT FROM LEBANON'S REFEUGEE CAMPS 


Revolution member Simon Hardy trav- 
elled to Lebanon in December of last 
year to meet with left wing youth, 
Palestinians and trade union workers to 
discuss the situation in the country gen- 
eral and in particular in the refugee 
camps. 


"Being a refugee in Lebanon means being 
alive but waiting to be born" 


These were the words of one Palestinan 
refugee that | interviewed when | asked him 
what is it like to be a refugee. 


If you don't know much about the 
Palestinians in Lebanon then you wouldn't 
understand. And you probably don't they are 
a largely forgotten group of people, many 
were expelled from their homeland in 1948 
when Israel was created and then more 
came after the 1967 war when Israel invad- 
ed the west bank and Gaza strip. 


| was struck by the incredibly poverty 
Palestinians live in: unemployment is sky 
high, and there is a lack of basic provision 
like electricity and running water blight the 
camps. Lack of sanitation creates massive 
health hazards, camps with 5,000 people in 
them have only one UN funded doctor. 


Why are the conditions so bad? 


Well Lebanon is a complicated place. It 
was made by French imperialism in the 
1920's and achieved independence in the 
1940's. It is a country with a large powerful 
Christian minority that live amongst a 
Muslim majority (Sunni and Shia Muslims). 


USA: CLASS AND RACIST 
INJUSTICE 


The government is very undemocratic and 
based upon religious divisions. The 
Christians always get 5 seats for every 5 
Muslims seats even though Muslim voters 
make up the majority of the country. The 
president is also always a Christian, the 
Prime minister always a Sunni Muslim and 
the speaker in the house of parliament 
always a Shia Muslim. 


Also because Lebanon is not only a poor 
country but also gripped by these internal 
division it has suffered from interference 
from more powerful states. This includes, as 
a typical of most nations in the global south, 
domination by the rich business elites of the 
imperialist countries like France and the 
USA, and, as well as this, by its neighbours 
Syria and Israel. 


Lebanon has been the sight of many terri- 
ble wars and massacres since 1975. It was 
invaded by Israel in 1982 which resulted in 
the massacre of many Palestinian refugees, 
especially in two camps called Shabra and 
Shatilla. When | was there Guibran Tueni 
was assassinated by a car bomb in beirut. 
He was a right wing politician who was very 
anti Syria, it looks like the Syrian intelligence 
services may have had a hand in it, but no 
one knows yet who did it. 


Even when it is at peace Lebanon is still 
divided along religious lines. Many 
Lebanese right wing groups (including many 
of the leaders of the Christian community) 
hate the presence of over 350,000 
Palestinian refugees in the country. 

Because Lebanon is so small (the entire 
population is around 7 million people, rough- 


ly the size of London) the ruling powers in 
Lebanon do not want the Palestinians to 
integrate into the population, so they are 
denied the right to vote, own property and 
there are petty restrictions on their travel 
freedoms. 


The bigger camps like Ein El Helweh are 
surrounded by soldiers who control the 
checkpoints in and out of the camps. Up 
until a few years ago there were 74 jobs that 
Palestinians could not work. This was 
changed but many Palestinians are still 
unemployed as they suffer basic discrimina- 
tion from Lebanese employers. 


Revo supports the right of return of all 
Palestinian refugees back to Palestine. We 
do not believe that the state of Israel is fun- 
damentally racist because it is based on the 
forced expulsion of Palestinians to artificially 
create a Jewish majority. We think these 
refugees - currently in limbo in the Lebanon, 
West Bank, Gaza, Jordon - should have the 
right to return. This means the abolition of 
Israel and the creation of a democratic 
Palestine. 


We support the intifada and the struggle 
of the palestinians to return home or to inte- 
grate into Lebanon if they wish. We fight for 
socialist solutions to unemployment, bad 
housing and discrimination, which unites all 
workers and youth regardless of their ethnic 
background and religious affiliation. 


We fight for an anti-capitalist socialist 
Palestine with a democratic planned econo- 
my as the first step to a socialist federation 
of the entire Middle East. 


, Racism and Homophobia continue in South Africa | 





I The South African Gay and Lesbian Alliance (GLA) is taking direct action I 

f | 

a) David Robinson - black, homeless, crack addict. Carried |F to confront homophobic regulations. The National Blood service has 
é announced that it will refuse to accept blood from gay men because of 

out 19 bank robberies and stole $70,000. Found guilty FF the risk of HIV infecti The GLA beli iapehc ve.checcinings l 

gets 1,210 years in prison AND 22 life sentences! [ ae i o ec bak — ‘a ee ee erica Lanta: i 

,  ogainst them, the highest risk group in South Africa is women between : 

MAC RCCOMTCMOACIC RCC CH MCC aan I the ages of 18 and 24, but no rules are in place to refuse to accept their , 

Enron, pocketed millions of dollars in money stolen from [i blood. The service also has the latest in screening procedures to check 4, 

the accounts, on top of his substantial wage, during insid- 7 blood for all kinds of infections. l 

er trading scandal, Enron was a major Bu$h campaign i l 

donator. Found guilty and got 7 years. | The GLA will ask its members to donate up to 70,000 units of blood, and ! 

: to lie when asked if they are gay in the screening interview. : 

| hope we learnt our lesson: if you want to rob, rob big, do 

well at school, work your way up the corporate ladder, try The National Blood Service has a history of controversy, a year ago it was | 

Ut R a Co RUC eee » found to be destroying the donated blood by black people, claiming that 

wie eee CRC Clearer | they too were at higher risk of infection. This led to controversy when 4 

have a rich white dad) l President Mbeki's blood was destroyed by the organisation. l 

| I 

If you get in trouble just pay a fine, youll be gut Bee | T+ seems that racism and homophobia are still rife in South Africa over | 

before you know it. VEN VoXomaWigitcmrsMmexele).q@xersli(ctemmaalmele iin i 10 years since democracy was introduced. l 

fall’ and sell it to make some of the money back? l 
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Lula, Chavez, Mo 





atin America is a continent 

renowne4d for its huge levels 

of class struggle. Whether it’s 

the Bolivian miners marching 

with sticks or dynamite at the 
ready against privatisation, the mass 
road blockades manned by the unem- 
ployed or the co-ordination of struggles 
in the World Social Forum one thing is 
clear: Latin America is fighting back at 
capitalist globalisation. 


One very visible face of this fightback 
has been the election of left wing presi- 
dents. In 1998 Hugo Chavez was elected 
in Venezuela promising to provide 
healthcare and social services. In 2002 
Lula came to power in Brazil, promising 
to end poverty. And the end of 2005 saw 
Evo Morales elected in Bolivia on the 
back of massive working class militancy 
and struggle. 


Chavez, Lula and Morales share not 
only their base of support in the working 
class, unemployed and poor peasantry. 
They also share a common idea that can 
only ultimately lead to the failure of the 
movements where their support comes 
from if it isn’t challenged: that produc- 
ing based on social needs and the market 
can go hand in hand as long as the bal- 
ance is shifted. 


Chavez 


Hugo Chavez is seem by many people 
on the left as being a socialist and a hero 
of the anti capitalist movement. 
Certainly, his presidency has meant an 
improvement in the lives of Venezuelans 
and has caused all manner of problems 
for US imperialism. 


Chavez has redistributed unused land 
to the poor peasants, nationalised the 
sections of large industry and even 
allowed a degree of workers control in 
workplaces. He has massively improved 
the healthcare system by importing 
Cuban doctors and is even offering free 
eye care to poor people in the USA where 
no free national health service exists. 


As much as he is praised as a hero 
amongst certain people in the anti capi- 
talist movement he is denounced as a vil- 
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Chavéz 


lain by the US. Its no wonder they don’t 
get on, Chavez’s law guaranteeing a 
majority government share in oil compa- 
nies has meant that oil profits are now 
soing back into Venezuela instead of the 
US. His close relationship with Castro 
and the breaking of the US trade embar- 
go also make him a worry for the US in 
its’ attempts to isolate the Cuban 
Stalinist dictatorship. Last, but by no 
means least Chavez’s presidency has 
given hope to workers and poor peasants 
across Latin America in showing that 
you can stand up to US imperialism. 


The US government has never been 
keen on tolerating ‘rogue regimes’, espe- 
cially not ones that redistribute wealth 
away from the bosses. The US support 
for the Pinochet coup against Allende 
shows that. In April 2002 the US sup- 
ported a coup against Chavez which was 
defeated by mass action of workers and 
poor peasants. Not ones to give up the 
Venezuelan bosses launched a ‘general 
strike’ against Chavez in December with 
the aim of having a “Christmas without 
Chavez”, again this failed. Chavez’s mass 
support beat the capitalists on both occa- 
sions. 


Chavez is clearly anti neo-liberal. His 
politics represent the desire in Venezuela 
to stand up against parasitic imperialism 
that sucks out oil wealth, forces the pri- 
vatisation of economies and tramples on 
any democracy that dares defy it. But 
despite being anti neo-liberal Chavez is 
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Lula 


not an anti capitalist. 


Although Chavez’s reforms have made 
life easier for workers and poor peasants 
they do no, and can not, go far enough 
to eliminate exploitation. In February 
2005 a peasants conference reported that 
reforms in land distribution have been 
too slow and that local military leaders 
and judges have driven peasants off their 
land. 


Instead of eliminating unemployment 
through a programme of public works 
Chavez has encouraged people to set up 
lots of small businesses and has institut- 
ed a scheme similar to New Labour’s 
‘New Deal’ which forces people to work 
for lower wages (when he first came to 
power Chavez was very fond of Blair’s 
‘Third Way’). Chavez’s ‘Bolivarian 
Revolution’ is little more than national- 
ism and an attempt to make a fairer capi- 
talism. Chavez makes the relationship 
between exploiters and exploited a more 
comfortable one but does not remove it. 


Even the reforms he has made have 
been funded by the high price of oil 
which has made Venezuela richer. 
Reforms in Venezuela, like reforms in 
any capitalist country, are subject to the 
movements of the markets and so are 
ultimately unsustainable. 


Lula 


If Chavez is the Beyonce of the anti 
capitalist movement Lula is the Britney 
Spears. 
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Morales 


His Workers’ Party (PT) came to power 
in 2002 and he was welcomed by those in 
the anti capitalist movement as being a 
representative of the workers and poor 
peasants in Latin America’s biggest 
country. However, the longer he has 
been in office the worse the movement’s 
impression of Lula has been. 


Lula came to power promising to bal- 
ance the interests of Brazil’s poor with 
economic policies that benefit business. 
Unfortunately, this attempt to please 
everybody is flawed. There can be no rec- 
onciliation between those who produce 
wealth and their employers. 


This was proved by how well Lula has 
got on with the IMF and World Bank. All 
of his “creativity in the social area” is 
strictly limited to what meets the IMF 
restraints, which he has slashed public 
spending in order to meet. 


Even his ‘Participatory Budgets’ which 
were highly acclaimed by the likes of 
ATTAC and Red Pepper and are based on 
democratising public spending have 
come up against massive problems 
because of the refusal to break with the 
targets set by the imperialists. All they 
amount to is a complicated network of 
local and regional delegates, which 
although showing workers and peasants 
can understand how to run an economy, 
are limited to only controlling a handful 
of things. 


Morales 


2005 saw a year of massive struggle in 
Bolivia. Massive strikes, demonstrations 
and factory occupations rocked the coun- 
try and led to a revolutionary situation. 
The working class were in a position to 
take power but lacked the means of 
doing so. 


December 2005’s elections saw a 
majority for Evo Morales, who is not 
only Bolivia’s first ever indigenous presi- 
dent but is also one who promises to 
stand up for the rights of the movement 
which put him in power. 


Morales’s term in office is only just 
starting and it will be interesting to see if 
he learns the lessons of Lula and Chavez. 
He has the same mass support, shares a 
lot of the same politics and comes from a 
situation very similar to Chavez. There is 
an important difference though, in 
Bolivia the working class is much 
stronger than it was in Venezuela before 
Chavez came to power and sections of it 
are discussing the formation of a revolu- 
tionary party which can not only achieve 
and defend progressive reforms but can 
set rid of capitalism altogether. 


The State 


In order to do that, the workers of 
Bolivia, and in the rest of Latin America 
will have to go much further than any of 
their Bolivarian leaders have done and 
smash the state apparatus. 


One of the big dangers facing Chavez 
is that in spite of the 2002 coup 
launched by sections of the military he 
has never broken up the military institu- 
tions sothat they can only act in the 
interests of the population. Chavez only 
stayed in power after the coup attempt 
because of demonstrations and clashes of 
hundreds of thousands of supporters out- 
side the Presidential Palace. This mass 
support shows that the workers will take 
action to secure their interests and 
Chavez puts both his and their position 
in jeopardy by not arming the working 
class. 


The Venezuelan workers and peasants 
who Chavez draws his support from need 
to force Chavez into arming them and 
setting up committees within the army 


who can root out counter revolutionary 
officers and ensure that the army isn’t 
used as a base for future coups. 


If the capitalist state isn’t smashed by 
the workers it will be used against them. 


Capitalism or Socialism? 


Above all though, the main lesson of 
Latin America is that there can be no 
question of reforming away capitalism. 
Brazil, Bolivia and Venezuela all show 
that there are two sides in society: the 
workers and the bosses. Any leader who 
says they are taking both sides at once is 
actually just taking the capitalists’ side 
and dressing it up. 


A socialist society cannot be achieved 
through parliament passing the 
‘enabling acts’ of Chavez or anyone else. 
It can only happen when the most class 
conscious and best fighting sections of 
the workers, peasants and unemployed 
unite in a revolutionary party that can 
lead them to power. 


This party cannot just create socialism 
by decree though, it needs an armed 
working class to fight for socialism and 
against attempts to install dictators and 
topple governments by the capitalists. 
Councils of delegates from workers, sol- 
diers, peasants and the unemployed must 
be formed which can act as democratic 
bodies giving workers a voice but can 
also form the basis of an economic sys- 
tem that is based on social need. Only 
then will you have socialism. 


The struggles in Latin America provide 
sreat hope for anyone fighting the 
assaults of neo-liberalism and imperial- 
ism whether it be in Europe against the 
cuts in social welfare, in China in the 
struggles against the restoration of capi- 
talism which brings misery to hundreds 
of millions of workers or in Iraq in the 
armed resistance to the US. 


The hope provided in Latin America 
does not come from the official leaders of 
the movement against neo-liberalism, 
however charismatic they are and howev- 
er much they pose to the left. It comes 
from the struggle which put those lead- 
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THE STRUGGLE AGAINST 


WOMEN’S OPPRESSION 





Revolution activists Eleanor Lovell and Natalie Sedley report on the historical roots of sexism and 
the recent case bought to the high court by a mother seeking to end the policy of confidential abor- 
tions of women under sixteen 


Tae ROObS OF 


Sexism 
By Eleanor in Leeds 


Today, those whose control society tell us women are no long oppressed. 
They claim that because women can work and vote they are no 
longer disadvantaged in society. This is despite the fact that 
women earn statistically less than men, own only 5% of the 
world's property, and weighed with the double burden of regular 
employment and domestic labour. 

Those people who apologise for sexism will tell you that is part 
of life's natural system. This isn't true; when humans lived as 
hunter gatherers, women were equal within society, jobs were 
divided out by suitability, not gender. This meant that men hunted, 
and women gathered. 

As the men were hunters, this meant traveling around, so when 
fights broke out over land, men had a better knowledge of the 
geography and the weaponry needed to fight the enemy, they 
weren't more mentally capable or ‘naturally better at it'. When men won the 
fight they seized and controlled the land and women continued to work it, as did 
the loosing men, 

Out of the need to hold to land and food won in fights, the winning hunters 
would control the products of hunting and gathering, sustaining their control 
Before this, marriage and the monogamous relationship had not occurred, but 
because the ruling hunters now needed direct heirs to give their profit and land 
to, men had to ensure that the children were theirs. So, marriage and 
monogamy (at least on the women's part) became a way of protecting this con- 
trol of land and product through generations. 

This also started something else, the private household. Prior to marriage and 
property, domestic labour was socialised so that cooking, cleaning and bringing 
up the children was a group effort. Now it was kept within the household, pri- 
vatized. This allowed women and in turn, young people to become more isolat- 
ed and allowed distinctions based on your place within society. 


Women's Oppression Under Capitalism 

As class society developed under capitalism and parliamentary democracy 
came about, people were given democratic '‘rights' by the ruling classes. Of 
course, these rights were all handed out in relative to what the capitalists found 
necessary to maintain their position. So women were prevented from voting, or 
from working. The excuse was made that women were not capable of handling 
such responsibility. The reality was that this was the ruling class's way of keep- 
ing women where they were needed to maintain the class structure of society. 

By preventing women from working (using the ideological cover of 'women 
are naturally meant to nuture’ ) the ruling class was ensuring that they would 
remain in the home and bring up the next generation of workers for free. With 
this responsibility also came the domestic chores of cooking, cleaning and other 
housework. 

When imperialist war broke out at the start of the twentieth century, women 
were called on to fill men's places in the factories and make up the labour force 
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lost through war casualties. However, women's other responsibilities remained 
un-socialised, meaning that they were bought into the labour market under 
appalling wages and conditions, and were still the sole bearers of domestic 
labour. 

In the late twentieth century and the beginning of this one, globalization has 
seen this pressure increase further and further, with shift hours increasing and 
wages going down according to the needs of the capitalists. Where gains have 
been made in the field of voting rights and the right to employment for women, 
they have been taken away through the ignorance towards the need for domes- 
tic labour to be socialized. 


Marxism vs Feminism 


The theories of feminism state that the root of women's lies not 
with the class sytstem, but with men inherently oppressing 
women as a gender. Following this assertion through leads to the 
idea that women must take control of society regardless of class. 
Itis based on the gender divide which capitalism seeks to embold- 
en. 

This is wrong. The behaviour and actions of men towards 
women are a product of the capitalists systematic oppression of 
women. That is not to say that we shouldn't fight against men's 
sexism and oppressive behaviour when we see it, but we must 
recognise that a seperatist attitude towards sexism plays into the 
hands of the real enemy, the capitalist system. 

By linking together with upper class women purely through gender, we forget 
that there are more differences between the capitalist women and the working 
class women than there are between working class men and women, we, as the 
working class. 

Men need to be taught to realise their sexist behaviour and unite with women 
to fight against it in our workplaces, schools and at home.. Only by doing this 
can the working class be united as a class, and not as separate genders 


One solution 


There's been progression in the struggle against sexism, and now women 
have more rights now than they did 100 years ago. However, the class structure 
which first bought about the oppression of women still exists, and so does the 
oppression inherent within it. 

With every victory that women's movements have tirelessly fought for, the 
Capitalists are plan how to claw their loses back in the next offensive. With every 
demand that is made, the capitalists retort 'we can't afford that!’ or ‘that's sim- 
ply not operable!’ in a vein attempt to protect their profit. We must continue to 
fight for the socializations of domestic labour, for free abortion and contracep- 
tion on demand and for equal pay and conditions. 

To win this struggle we must link it in with the working class struggle, the 
struggle against racism and the struggle against youth oppression and realize 
that the only end to the marginalisation of minorities is revolution, and the work- 
ing class seizing control of society under socialism. In this struggle, women 
must highlight and force the recognition that even with the workers movement, 
sexism exists, and fight for the right to caucus and put their demands on our 
movement. 

The struggle against women’s oppression cannot be won without socialism, 
and socialism cannot be bought around without conquering women’s oppres- 
sion. 


Rae Sue Axon 
CasezStoo the 
ASSAGES Of 

Young Women’s 


RIGA S 
By Natalie in North 


London 


Towards the end of 
last year the mother 
of two, Sue Axon, felt 
so strongly against = (enn Lae 
the right of under-16s [ae 'e = 
to confidential abor-  /Bebeaumams a | ! 
tion advice without 
their parents having 
to be informed, that 
she applied for a judi- 
cial review at the high & 
court to change the 
law so that this was : 
no longer possible. 
Sue's 14-year old ap Es 
daughter had had an ; 
abortion in April 
arranged by a school 
health worker. Her parents did not know about at the time and which she 
later came to regret it. On the surface, it could seem like Sue was just 
trying to stop such sad situations occurring again, and ensuring young 
people have the support of loving parents. 


Your Parents Know Best? 


But then again...are parents always loving and supportive? Sadly, all 
but the luckiest of young people would have to answer: no, not always, 
and especially not in situations where a young person has done some- 
thing they are not supposed to have, like getting pregnant. Some parents 
would be supportive in such a situation, deciding not to judge their daugh- 
ter but instead to guide her in making a decision and then support it, 
whatever it was. In such a case there is absolutely nothing to stop the 
daughter herself telling her parents - and indeed this is very much 
encouraged by health workers and other professionals dealing with abor- 
tion in under-16s, whenever it is possible to do so. 

But for people like Sue Axon this is not enough: they believe the young 
woman should not be able to make her own decision on whether to tell 
her parents, but that it should be compulsory that any professional she 
talks to must go straight to her parents with everything she has said. 

Even if her parents are rabidly anti-abortion and will force her to go ahead 
with a pregnancy she does not want, which will take away her youth, stop 
her having fun and getting the education, training etc she would choose 
because of having to take care of a child. Even if her parents are religious 
fanatics who will be furious that she dared to have sex before marriage, 
and punish her accordingly. Even, horribly, if she is the victim of a rape by 
a relative or friend who has told her they'll kill her if anyone finds out. 


The Need for 
Confidentiality 


Considering all of this is becomes clear that if a young pregnant woman 
chooses not to discuss her decision on whether or not to have an abortion 
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with her parents, then there is probably a very good reason for this, 
meaning the decision should be respected. And even many young 
women, who do choose to tell their parents in the long run, still want to 
get initial advice without them knowing. Young people completing surveys 
about sexual health clinics consistently identify confidentiality as the very 
most important factor in the service. 

So it's pretty obvious that to take away this confidentiality would be an 
absolute disaster. Those young women who wanted an abortion, but were 
too scared of their parents finding out to go to a professional, would be 
left with little option but to go to the backstreets, undergoing horrible and 
dangerous operations that could even take their lives. Others would just 
continue with the pregnancy until it became impossible to hide from their 
parents and was also too late to abort - meaning no choice in whether to 
have a baby, and still having to face their parents' anger. Still others 
would end up going to their parents hoping for support; the lucky ones (as 
now) would get it, and be supported in any decision they made. But many 
others would have no choice, being forced by their parents to take a par- 
ticular course of action. 

This is exactly what people like Sue Axon refuse to admit: that relation- 
ships between the older and younger generations in a family is not an 
equal one in which everyone is treated with respect and allowed to make 

their own choices. Instead 
ao mess it involves strong power 

4308 | @ eq ‘elations with young people 

- ; fom = A much under the domi- 
nation of their parents in all 
sorts of ways, from big 
decisions like whether to 
have an abortion to all the 
day-to-day ones like where 
to hang out and who with. 
This is so much a fact of 
life that it almost seems 
normal; it is justified by the 
idea that young people are 
“just children”, too little 
Sm and foolish to know what is 

m8 right for them. So although 
these “children” are grown 
up enough to be made to take exams in school from the age of seven, 
apparently we have to wait until nearly ten years later before we have the 
wisdom to be able to deal with our own decisions. This is rubbish, a lame 
excuse for the way that capitalism relies on the domination of old over 
young and the power relationships in the family to instil the sense of dis- 
Cipline it needs workers to have, in order to keep us obedient subjects. 


Fighting back Against 
Bigotry 


Another argument the bigots use is that making access to 
abortion too “easy” sends out the signal to young people that 
it's OK to get pregnant. But of course, these same bigots are 
dead against the kind of easy access to contraception that 
would prevent these pregnancies in the first place. Their 
argument makes no sense at all until you realise where it real- 
ly come from: the fact that they don't want young people to 
have sex, full stop. But it's obvious that telling young people 
not to have sex doesn't stop us - and why should it? By 
mid-teens pretty much all young people have sexual feelings 
and bodies that are ready to have sex. Young women of this 
age are constantly objects of men's sexual attraction, but 
also constantly told that we should repress our sexual feel- 
ings and wait to have sex until we're much older and married 
- or at least in a steady relationship, or risk being known as 
“sluts” and “whores”. We suffer both from youth oppression 
and from sexism -the last thing we need is one of the few 
rights we have against this to be taken away! 

Luckily Sue Axon did not win her case; for once, the judge 
came down on side of youth, and against the oppressors. 
But this doesn't mean young people can sit back and relax, 
because the next attack on our rights will be just around the 
corner! 
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Killer Coke campaign causing a stir in the NUS 


In the summer of 2003, the 
Sinaltrainal union in Colombia launched 
the call for a global boycott of Coca- 
Cola products, in protests at the kid- 
napping, torture and murder of dozens 
of trade unionists in Colombia since 
1990. Since then, students’ unions 
have been at the forefront of the cam- 
paign for the boycott, with several 
major US universities voting to ban the 
products completely from campus. 
Students’ unions in the UK are being 
prevented from doing the same, due to 
the commercial arm of their own 
national union - NUS Services Ltd 
(SUNS) Be 


NUSSL bulk buys many items for 
students unions to get them cheaper. 
To get good prices, NUSSL agrees deals 
with the companies it buys from, oblig- 
ing students’ unions to stock and dis- 
play prominently certain products, 
Hates (U Toate Wm OxeYer: ta Ore) -Pamm (0) moval Aan (hese eL UL 
the contract with Coca-Cola Enterprises 
is ‘compulsory and exclusive’ meaning 
that unions cannot even stock an alter- 


native alongside Coke without going 
through months of bureaucratic wran- 
gling. 


The NUS has a 25% shareholding in 
NUSSL, with the remaining shares 
owned by students' unions. However 
NUSSL is constitutionally bound to 
abide by policy agreed at NUS confer- 
ence, which last year mandated NUS to 
research the claims and report back 
before this year's conferences. Despite 
this (or perhaps because of it), mem- 
bers of the NUS executive have been 
evasive over the issue, and the com- 
mittee which was due to investigate 
the issue has not met despite contin- 
ued pressure from activists. 


Since NUS conference last year, the 
UK Students against Coke network has 
gone from strength to strength. From a 
packed meeting at the G8 counter-con- 
ference in July, to a speaker tour which 
took in more than 20 universities in the 
autumn term, the boycott campaign is 
gaining support from students across 
the country, angry that NUSSL seems 


determined to stop the boycott from 
happening. At Sussex University, the 
students’ union has jumped through 
every bureaucratic hoop that NUSSL 
has asked of them, and they've still 
been told that they cannot stop selling 
Coke. 


NUSSL's response is that they are 
pursuing a policy of ‘constructive 
engagement’ with Coca-Cola, trying to 
pressure the company to stop their 
wrongdoing simply by threatening to 
end the contracts. They pursue this 
policy with all companies, except a 
very small number who, like Nestle, 
have refused to admit to their crimes 
and shown no interest in apologising - 
just like Coca-Cola are doing now. 


NUS conference and NUSSL conven- 
tion 2006 present a massive opportuni- 
ty for us to strike a major blow against 
Coca-Cola. NUSSL's contract with 
Coca-Cola, which lasts for five years, is 
up for renewal this summer. A motion 
to NUS conference has already been 
proposed by the University of the West 


of England for NUSSL not to renew the 
contracts, and other motions support- 
ing this are expected. We need to get 
a critical mass of delegates to NUS 
conference in order to win over non- 
political student officers, most of whom 
know only what NUSSL have told them 
about the issue. 


Revolution calls on every reader at a 
college or uni affiliated to NUS, to stand 
for election to get delegated to the 
conference, which takes place March 
28th-30th in Blackpool. We should aim 
to get as many people as possible to 
the conference, to transform the NUS 
acon Mec Cel(erslemer-lunlerel(elaliale mull (ean 
that's connected to real student 
activism at the grassroots level over 
issues like war, poverty, student debt 
and the environment. The Killer Coke 
Campaign can be the springboard for 
this revival, and 2006 can be the year 
that student campaigns once again 
take a radical lead in national and 
international politics. See you in 
Blackpool! 





BNP OUT NUMBERED FOUR TO 
ONE AT LEEDS 


Monday 16th January saw the 
beginning of BNP leader Nick 
Griffin's trial for incitement of racial 
hatred at Leeds Crown Court. Griffin 
was up on four charges dating back 
to 2004, and was joined by local 
Leeds thug Mark Collett, who faced 
eight similar charges. 


As has been the case at the numer- 
ous pre-trial hearings (the last of 
which took place on 2nd November 
2005), around 150 fascists from the 
British National Party, and members 
of several other small far-right organ- 
isations came to Leeds to support the 
pair. In turn, Unite Against Fascism 
and the TUC had built for a counter- 
demonstration, bringing activists 
from across the country to protest 
against the fascist demonstration and 
to prevent the BNP from having an 
opportunity to whine to the media 
unhindered. 


The UAF and TUC activists were 
also joined by around 200 students 
and youth from the Leeds University, 
Leeds Met and various colleges and 
schools in the area, as well as mem- 
bers of several socialist organisations. 
In all, the counter demonstration 
numbered around 500, and managed 
to maintain the momentum, set by 
the previous demonstration of 2nd 
November last year. 


As was the case with past protests, 
the event was very heavily policed, 
with hundreds of cops filling the gap 
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between the two protestors' pens, 
and teams of police escorting groups 
of fascists from their vehicles to the 
space outside the court. 


Activists from both sides began to 
congregate outside the court from 
8am, having originally been told that 
Griffin and Collett would appear in 
court at 9.45am. The trial was 
delayed until the afternoon, and for 
several hours anti-fascist activists 
chanted militant slogans. The anti- 
fascist mobilisation was well steward- 
ed by members of the PCS union, 
several of whom were young trade 
unionists between the ages of 18 and 
ZL, 


As Griffin and Collett were ushered 
into court by their security team 
(appointed only that morning, fol- 
lowing an argument between Collett 
and BNP chief steward Warren 
Bennett, which had resulted in 
Bennett and his entire team being 
sacked from their positions the previ- 
ous night) The crowd of antifascists 
surged forward, as we tried to push 
down the police barriers and mob the 
pair. 


The fascists waved placards allud- 
ing to their argument that Griffin 
and Collett's trial was a breach of 
freedom of speech, as well as bran- 
dishing signs proclaiming that we 
must "defend Christian values" and 
that the BNP's late fuhrer, John 
Tyndall, had been hounded to his 
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death by "Marxists and the media". 
However, on the whole, the fascist 
crowd remained almost silent, apart 
from the odd pathetic parody of our 
chanting, with cries of 'Marxist scum 
off our street!' 


By the time the antifascist demon- 
stration dispersed to attend a rally by 
UAF and TUC speakers outside Leeds 
Art Gallery, many activists had 
become frustrated with seeing the 
police provide state protection for the 
fascists. Several antifascists were 
arrested for alleged breaches of the 
peace. 


As activists left the court, three 
members of the fascist paramilitary 
organisation Combat 18, including 
well known Leeds fascist Tony White, 
joined the throng of left activists and 
attempted to photograph people. As 
they were spotted, the police inter- 
vened. 


Not surprisingly, the three C18 
members only got a light ticking off 
by the cops. They were sent on their 
way, unfortunately with their camera 
still in tact. The incident made as 
clear a case as any for organised 
defence groups on such demonstra- 
tions. 


The finishing rally was made of up 
of speakers from UAF and the trade 
unions, as well as the uncle of mur- 
dered Liverpool teenager Anthony 
Walker. Whilst spirits were high, and 
applauses given to all speakers, most 
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of the talk was self-congratulatory. 
Aside of talking about tackling the 
BNP in this year's local elections 
(particularly in Leeds), there was no 
mention of tackling state racism, and 
how that is inherently linked to the 
fight against fascism. 


UAF chairman and SWP stalwart 
Weyman Bennett used the appalling 
slogan, "Lets turn BNP into HMP 
[Her Majesty's Prison]" during his 
speech, once again affirming both 
organisations' support for state bans. 


First, this allows the Nazis to 
parade themselves as anti-establish- 
ment rebels. Second, it is utopian to 
expect the capitalist state to smash 
the BNP; workers, lesbians and gay 
men, ethnic minorities must rely 
solely on their own strength to 
achieve this. Fascism is the last 
resort of the capitalist class to defend 
their rule against the working class. 
That is why the state cannot be 
strategically won to antifascism 
(though it may occasionally clip the 
Nazis' wings). To suggest otherwise is 
to mislead the working class and the 
racially oppressed. 


However, despite the weaknesses 
shown in the rally, it was a good day 
and a strong demonstration. We were 
able to talk to a lot of people about 
the need to do strong community 
based antiracist work around the 
local elections in order to defeat the 
BNP in Leeds. 


Ee 


‘Stop the sell off of our schools! 


"Radical reform" - that's how Tony Blair and 
his Education Secretary Ruth Kelly have 
described the policies embodied in the govern- 
ment's latest 'white paper' on education. In an 
interview on Radio 4 Kelly even went as far as 
describing them as a ‘radical socialist’ set of 
changes. 


ric far from extending public services they are 
continuing a process that has seen the steady 
erosion and dismantling of the welfare state 

| begun by Thatcher in the 1980s. In this period 
| state owned industries have been sold off, 
taxes for the rich dramatically cut and public 
services opened up to the market. Public serv- 
ice provision for everyone based on progres- 
sive taxation is too much of an obstacle to the 
ruling class making profits.. 


Blair and Thatcher are described by the 
social movements, trade unions, political and 
youth organisations that come together in 
forums like the European Social Forum as 
being committed to neo-liberal ideas. This 
means a free market economy with little state 
intervention and the right of individuals (or 
rather wealthy capitalists) to own property and 
make money without any constraints. 


tion policies, far from being based on socialist 
ideas of equality and democratic planning are 
based on this neo-liberal theory. Their propos- 


and have two basic components: 


- ‘Setting secondary schools free’ of control 
of by the state 


- Creating 'choice' for parents and ‘diversity’ 
amongst schools 


Freedom? 


At the moment all schools are owned by a 
branch of local council called 'Local Education 
Authorities’. This effectively is a state run 
l bureaucracy. Blair plans to end this and in the 
name of democracy ‘set schools free’. 


All schools will be encouraged to establish 


trusts with wealthy individuals, businesses, faith 


tl groups or charities. These groups would take 
control of the school and be able to dictate 
what is taught. They would receive subsidies 

I from the tax payer but the state wouldn't have 

| control of the schools. This means businesses 
would be able to dictate what is taught accord- 
ing to what skills they want future workers to 
have or faith groups would be able to use the 

education system to impose their religious 
ideas on children and young people. 


| ‘This is a total erosion of the progressive and 
secular idea of what education is for. It is to 

l properly explain to children and young adults 
the whole of society, and give them the tools to 


! understand how each part relates to others and 


| to the whole. 


Instead of this the social space that schools 
provide will become infested with the tentacles 
of the market. Businesses that control schools 

l will be able market and test products on young 
people and to agree contracts for equipment 

I with firms they are linked to. In short, the 

| groups controlling the schools will be free to 


But don't be fooled by Blair and Kelly's rheto- 


Blair and Kelly's proposed secondary educa- 


als are dressed in fluffy, left sounding language 


pursue their interests of profit or religious indoc- 
trination. 


These privatised interests will affect the pay 
and conditions of teachers and other workers in 
the schools themselves. If Blair gets his way 
each ‘trust’ will have the freedom to set the pay 
and conditions of its staff eroding capacity for a 
national industrial voice for the workforce. 


The only difference between trust schools 
and privatisation is that working class taxes will 
continue to subsidise the capitalist owners. 





Choice? 


We can see where these reforms are head- 
ing. Schools in posh middle class areas will 
attract the most investment from private groups. 
They will be able to pay teachers more there- 
fore attracting the best teachers. They will be 
able to afford the best equipment and technolo- 
gy. They will offer a curriculum based on creat- 
ing a new generation of middle class youth 
ready for professional and managerial jobs. 


This is what Blair calls ‘giving parents choice’ 
between schools with a ‘different ethos or spe- 
cialism' i.e. a choice between academic schools 
for the middle class and technical schools for 
the working class training a new generation of 
obedient workers (or worse still - under funded 
working class schools that fail the teachers, 
workers and pupils). 


Related to this school 'trusts' will be able to 
control their own admission policies. To help 
parents decide which is most suitable for their 
child, there will be written tests to divide the 
year's intake into nine ability bands, with 
"choice advisers" on hand to point parents 
towards the right school. 


This is firstly a return to the method of the 
hated 11-plus exams that separated grammar 
and secondary school pupils a quarter of a cen- 
tury ago. It threatens to groom children for their 
pre-ordained role in society - manual worker, 
office worker or university graduate - at an age 


when social background and standard of living 
will have had most impact on academic 
achievement. 


Secondly, it is a policy that the Tory's have 
always dreamed of but never implemented, of 
creating a market system in education that 
sees competition between different schools. 
Just like in the private market of today this 
means the rich prospering while the poor and 
workers suffer. 


For a student and worker led fightback! 


We need to organise young people and 
teachers to throw out these policies. Where the 
proposals are being trial-ed, like in Hackney in 
North London, we need to bring students, 
teachers, parents and workers together in 
action committees campaigning against the sell 
off of our schools. 


We need a nation wide campaign against the 
proposals and plan of stunts, protests, direct 
action and strikes that can bring the maximum 
pressure to bare on the government. 


100 Labour MPs have promised to oppose 
the proposals but we can't just do nothing and 
trust them not to cave in or strike a rotten com- 
promise with the government. We need militant 
action from below to force them to stand up to 
the government and block the legislation. 


What kind of education system? 


Just because the government's plans stink of 
rotten pro-business Tory rubbish we shouldn't 
romanticise the education system of the past or 
the present. 


Schools can be miserable places for young 
people. Bullying from teachers and pupils can 
cause serious levels of depression and anxiety. 
For the great majority of working class youth 
they are institutions of discipline designed to 
prepare pupils for the dictatorship of the capital- 
ist bosses in the work place.. 


In many ways there is already a market in 
education. Under Thatcher schools were grant- 
ed the ‘freedom’ to register themselves as 
Charities and boost the funding they got from 
private sources. Inevitably, this benefits the 
state schools with the most affluent parents. 
But Blair's reforms go further because they put 
the school themselves under the control busi- 
ness and private institutions. 


The state bureaucracy that currently runs 
schools is progressive over this sell off but is 
not desirable. How can bureaucrats know what 
is best for us? We need democratic control by 
students, teachers and communities over our 
schools that includes the freedom to set their 
own curriculum. 


We need to build student unions in schools 
that can stand up to bullying from teachers and 
other students. 


The rich can contribute to education - by giv- 
ing us their money. We needed massive invest- 
ment in education funded by a wealth tax on 
the capitalist class and corporations. 


That's what REVOLUTION is fighting for - 
join us. 
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REVOLUTION II 


No Deportations! 


On 28th January Trade Unionists, Asylum 
Seekers and anti racist campaigners from 
across the country meet in Manchester to 
discuss Britain’s racist immigration laws and 
plan ways of fighting back against them. This 
conference will be an important step in co- 
ordinating and building on the fight for the 
rights of asylum seekers. 


Last year anti-deportation campaigners 
called several well attended demonstrations 
throughout the UK. Most notable were the 
demonstrations against the Dungavel detention 
centre in Scotland during the week of action 
around the G8 conference in July and the 
several demonstrations in the North West of 
England in between September and December. 


The campaigns that have sprung up across 
the country have mainly been in defence of 
families and individuals facing deportation. One 
inspiring example of a community fighting for 
an asylum seeker family is the ‘Sukula Family 
Must Stay!’ campaign in Bolton. The Sukulas 
not only face deportation to the Democratic 
Republic of Congo which has been ravaged by 
decades of civil war but are also being used as 
Guinea Pigs in the government’s piloting of the 
Section 9 rule - a particularly nasty piece of 
legislation where asylum seekers can have 
their children taken into care if they refuse to 
leave the country. 


The family got help in their campaign from 
the teachers’ union (the NUT) in the school that 
Daniel and Flores Sukula attended. Bolton NUT 
together with other asylum seekers, unions and 
Campaigning groups and led by the Sukulas 
launched a well rooted local campaign which 
received local support and coverage in the 





national and local press. Bolton Evening News 
even put cut-out coupons in their paper to be 
sent to the council as a petition against the 
threatened deportation of the Sukulas - makes 
a nice change from the usual treatment of 
asylum seekers by the press! 


The Sukula campaign is by no means over. 
But through good campaigning and linking 
asylum seekers, workers and young people 
together the campaign has given hope to that 
family and to asylum seekers across Britain. 
The Sukulas will be attending the conference 
and building up support for their campaign as 
well as teaching its lessons to others. 


Revolution will be attending the conference 
and arguing for a campaign of non-compliance 
with Section 9 amongst social workers and 
workers in schools and colleges. 


The conference is only the start. We aim to 
make this year one marked by solidarity and 
anti racism. After January 28th we will go back 
to our schools, colleges, universities and 
workplaces and build campaigns to secure the 
right to stay of all asylum seekers. 


Through a co-ordinated, militant campaign 
we can not just save the lives of those fleeing 
poverty and persecution but also give out a 
message of defiance and hope: we will not be 
divided by race or nationality, we will fight 
together against racism and the system of 
exploitation that creates it. 


Come to the Anti-Deportation conference: 
11:00am- 5:00pm 

Sat 28th Jan 2006 

Methodist Central Hall, 

Oldham St, Manchester 


sweatshops °* discrimination » 
poverty * sexism * war ° politi- 


cians * racism * boredom ° police « big business » 
exploitation * oppression * Tony Blair * homophobia 
unfair laws « third world debt * unemployment ° 
eco-destructi on « rightwing morality * tuition fees 
- crap jobs > CAPITALISM?? 


and get the antidote and find out 
what your local group is up to. 


Send to: REVO, BCMI 7750, London WC1IN 3XX 


or join@WondRevolution.org.uk 07951 493 232 
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